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^nf9T^ 11^ 

(grftiTRifwm) 

3Tf^€R| 

2003 

amTRTf ^77 OTRJ ^ TJceJ) ^ ^-'T^d^PrO) 

(ftm) ?Tt^3(H ^rfcRR tb^^H cjj.l^.,^ (^cTO^)) 

cMT ^s(i, \ Tii (Pmtdcj;)fifm fc^ w srj^rii ^ 


TT. 37/i/200i--iNt^.-1995 ^\ ^ Tmtfer tRqp) 37f^rPm 1975 d8TT 

(^TTfer .wErPi ^ ^ ^ 3TT^^-i dsn Ttwn 

Pr?rf^) 1995 ^ ezjpT ^ ^:' 

Rfeff 

1. uTfar c^ Tf^ ^ f^Hf^R^ aRjTiir ^ w 

(i) f^rf^ (1^ wk irrteift "ift ^ t) ^ viM^etcw f^nrj^t ^ ^ 

'?rr^3TPT 'SfeT^R c|o’<'^q^M Rl^l^cK^ f^O, ^*1, ^ Tfl^T 

Rirfecf, c^ ^r^€tv5T vjf?T^ ffi, \ (f^ ^ 

tt^IT ^ ^ f effe tT f3Tl 2?! ^ C^ ^ 

v5PT. ^URr^ dSTT ^ ^ (1^^ ^ ^ ^ c) ^ STKItI^ 

(I) 


i .:‘> (il/2()()3- 
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^ ^ ^ ^ OTH? tjtj qidH^Ejl ^pfteTT ^ ^ 

TWT 2TT I ^ 2.5.2002 ^ 50/2002- 


^ SRT ^ firm 11 ^ 3 2001 ^ 

3T&!J^ 37/l/2001-#5fMt ^ 5RT 5IRpm> ^ qf^IFS^ 3Tf^r?jf^ m 

cT^rim ^ 2 ^ 2002 ^ aif^r^pRr 50/2002-^ ^ 

Wcl qftoilH't ^ 3im MT cHMT STI I 


(ii) ^ f^^iHicTcfl ^ 22 ^ 315^ ^6^ M ^ ^ ^ 

3 nTn|jt \i) sjk 4 ^ ^ sSt 1 

(iii) 5nt£j^ ^ M ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fMfcRl ^JJccb (^RftsH) srflrt^ 

1995 ^ 3TezjR 69 ^ 3t?i% ^ '«# 3mmfr ^ 4 ^mfxmwcit ^ 

m'crrM ^ ^ menM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 20 1%?Wf 2002 

^ 'tjTi'l! uTf^l ^ ^ 3RIWR^ ^ Mclrli^ld f%m TRJT ^ I 


(iv) 


(V) 


vvi) 


3 ^ 'HllvjlPich ^JJTRT ^ Hfcll^f^l Ffej < 3 :^ ^ 3r^r!^ ^ cT8TT ^ 
3rp7T- ^ cTT^hl ^ 40 ^ ^ ^ f^d ^ 3md 


^ ■>Hr4otP|ch ^ Tjm 5lf^ W (fyR^ ^ ^TTf^TcfTcft ^ 

6.8.2001 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ TP^ ^ sfk ^Rm 6(2) 

^ ^ ^ ^ 40 ^ 3TT^ l^rlR fcff^d ^ ^f ^ mi 

fern I 

3?Tf?tmrft "I 'HljRUch ^gTHT ^ ^ 5lf^ ^ ^ W 3ITmd^ ^ ^ dSJT 

l^m ^(2) ^ arjfTR ^ ^ ^ 1^ cf?t cTlte ^ 40 ^ 3T^ 31^ 


(vii) mf^rcF?M ^ ^fTOT ^ 6(4) c^ aipjaK ^ 

I 

(viii) ^fr ^ ^ ^drm# ^ 6(2) ^ aFjmr ^ ^ ^ ^ 

■4t 7 t| zi? 3T5^ ^ fir c[ ^ ^ ^ 

^ vjim 3Tmr ^eJt arfl^xni mr fl^yfRd wr ^ ^ ci5f 

t ^ ^ ^efld irra' cj^ '|r| T[q ^ OTT vjfm 


^JtPTT 

■^^^nWfi 

arm cf^ arfl^rRi ^ rrilr ^ ^^Rff ^ ^ ^ 7 t| eft 
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(ix) Pnm 6(4) ^ 3Tlc|¥il^ 'i^xnni cRg ^ tcTf^ 3!FlWr ^ ^ 

• A. l^sj;es!, 

• A. 

• A. ^r^ ^fT^c^, chldchim 

• A. fA^ ei^d<Ji. ^ 

• A. ^ & ^.HT.f^o, 

• 4 ^ if%^. ^ 

• '^'^\Jl c^cKrl'Jl HT.f^. 

• A. (HT.) f^O, 

• A. chullR^TT WT f^O, ^ 

• H^H\K ^ 

• xTip^T-BT^^^RpT & Mf^cb mA cb^Rt, R^gWr R^ 

• 3TiR?^ cbi^ckl< ^ 

• 4, ^T^RA^3r+ , 3l5+ic;i4iq 

(x) A. RRf^rcm, xR^ ^stt iiTfxr^T^ ^ ^ mA\ 3tR^;^ht ^ uTctr 3 ?^ 

^ I A. RixiRchH fc^. ^ ^ ^ arRcr^ 

f^RT W 87T ^ A ^RR "frWR A ^ >W^ch^!U| # ttR ^ I 

(xi) MiR^hRt A ^RR ^ fA^^ 22 ^ 3RR Rry^rM AAt cnR^ 

3iRRii^,i975 ^ 3rjaR r tr Rw 1 ^ ^ ^ I 

(xii) 11 Rfpf^ 2002 ^ ^ c^RR wbR A R^ t R^ me^M Rmm# ^ 

Rtcr 22 ^ Rh R^Rchl'/v^J^KcR ^ fcR ^an ^ Rt t, Rry 

#rTT^?^ OtRRrPT Rt £IKT 9^(2) ^ sRR ^ ^ aTT^TTcTt tR cFTR ^ 
menM ^ 3T^[y??i ^ t i 

yrRm^Rt ^rff ^ Rt fy R> tf^ RRR ^ At^m^ 
tfA^ arRRm §i> ^ qierM ^ ^ ^ 22 R 3RR yrR^ ^ Rt 

RtoR?i ^rrRcr ^ RR t ^^rRry ^ crRh ^ Rt ^ Rn '?^j ^tpR f 3fR 
?RRr ^ 3tRjt cr?^ cyR^gxHT R vjMct ^r i^iRicbicbR/sRi RcT^ yifM ^ R?y 
yy Rt ^ cb^ At RRt ^ >HH^ f I yiR^ Rro^ 20 R^t^ 2002 At 
SrRRJ^PTT A. 37/1/2001-#RTRjt ^ 3Tm Rt ^ ^ A\ y?RgRT ^ t I 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 12tii January, 2003 


SUB: - Ncv Shipper Review of Anti-Dumping duty imposed on imports of 
Vitrified/Porcelain Tiles requested bv M/s. Nanhai Shanevuan Oulian Construction 
Ceramics Co, Ltd., China (Producer) and M/s Prestige General Trading, Dubai, UAE 
(Exporter^ - Final Findings. 

No. 37/1/200 -DGAD. — Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended in 1995 

and the Custorrs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on 

Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the investigations: 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as Authority) under the above 
Rules, r(‘ceived a written request from M/s. Nanhai Shangyuan Oulian Construction 
Ceramic i Co. Ltd., China, producer with M/s Prestige General Trading, Dubai, UAE as 
the exporter (hereinafter referred to as Petitioner) requesting for a review of anti 
dumping duties imposed on Vitrified/Porcelain Tiles(hereinafter referred to as subject 
goods) from PR China and UAE(hereinafter referred to as subject countries) in the 
earlier case of an Anti-Dumping investigation where the Government has notified the 
Anti-Dumping duty vide Notification No. 50/2002 - Customs dated 2,5.2002 falling 
under Chapter 69 of Customs Tariff Act. The Authority had notified the preliminary 
findings vide Notification No.37/1/200]-DGAD dated 3*^ December, 2001 and 
thereafte- the Anti-Dumping duty were imposed by the Central Government on the 
basis of the preliminary findings vide Notification No.50/2002-Customs dated 2"^ May, 
2002 . 

(ii) The Authority as per Rule 22 of the Anti Dumping Rules initiated the review 
investiga ;ion regarding imports of the subject goods from the subject countries.. 

(iii) The Aut lority issued a public notice dated 20^*" September, 2002 published in the 
Gazette c f India, Extraordinary, initiating Anti-Dumping investigations concerning the 
review o" Anti Dumping Duties for the petitioner for imports of the subject goods 
classified under Chapter 69 of the Customs Tariff (Amendment) A.ct, 1995 originating 
in or exported from the subject countries; 
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(iv) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to the Domestic Industry and gave 
them an opportunity to make then views known in writing within forty days from the 
date of the letter in accordance with the Rule 6(2); 

(v) The Authority forwai ded a copy of the public notice to the known exporters (whose 
details were made available by the petitioner and were available during the course of the 
original investigation initiated on 6.8.2001) and gave them an opportunity to make their 
views known in writing within forty days from the date of the letter in accordance with 
the FLule 6(2); 

(vi) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known importers of 
subject goods and advised them to make their views known in writing within forty days 
from the date of issue of the letter in accordance with the Rule 6(2); 

(vii) The Authority sent a questionnaire to elicit the relevant information to the petitioner in 
accordance with the Rule 6(4): 

(viii) The Embassies of the subject countries in New Delhi were informed about the 
initiation of the investigation in accordance with Rule 6(2) with a request to advise all 
the concerned expo:rters/producers from their country to respond to the Initiation 
Notification within the prescribed time, A copy of the letter and initiation notification 
sent to the known exporters was also sent to the Embassies of the subject countries 
along with a list of known exporters/producers; 

(ix) A questionnaire was sent to the following importers of the subject goods for necessary 
information in accordance with rule 6(4); 

• M/s Trishla Distributor, Chennai 

• M/s Fortune Enterprises, Chennai 

• M/s Bharat Marble, Kolkata 

• M/s NITCO Tiles, Mumbai 

• M/s Kent Ceramics Tiles & Co. Pvt. Ltd, Chennai 

• M/s Builders Association of India, Mumbai 

• M/s Aries Travels PM. Ltd 

• M/s Safaal Wasel Exim(P) Ltd,, Kerala 

• M/s Kajaria Plus Ltd,, New Delhi 

• Maharashtra Chamber of Housing Society, Mumbai 

• Chairman-Housing & Public Works Committee, Federation House, New Delhi 

• Architect Hafeez Contractor, Mumbai 

• M/s Surfaces +, Ahmedabad 

(x) Submissions in response to the Initiation Notification was made by M/s Kent Ceramics, 
Ch€:nnai and the ptetitioner. A clarification on the representation filed by M/s 
Murudeshwar Ceramics Limited, Hubli with the Central Government was also sought 
by the Central Government. 

1 ^ 
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(xi) 


(xii) 




T 

Gd 


Authority forwarded its recommendations made under Rule 22 to the Central 
vernment to consider the same in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 


V 

ex 

T 

foil 


ide 


letter dated 1 T*’ December, 2002, the Central Government has informed that the 

i mption from the anti dumping duty levied under Section 9A(2) of the Customs 
iff Act on imports of the subject goods is not admissible to the exporters/producers 
whom the review has been initiated under the Rule 22 of Anti Dumping Rules. 


In view of this, the Authority noting that since the recommendation of the 
Aijthority under Rule 22 is not covered for anti dumping duty exemption under the 
Cu stoms Tariff Act by the Central Government, considers it appropriate to terminate the 
pr(;sent investigations and therefore also does not consider it appropriate to examine 
th<; submissions made fcy the petitioner/other interested parties in response to the 
initiation notification. The Authority hereby terminates the investigations initiated vide 
Ncitification No.37/1/2001-DGAD dated 20^^ September, 2002. 


L. V. S.AiT'i I.ARISI IF Designated AiithonT 




i’riniot! by ihc Manager, (invi dT India I’rcs.s, '-'dti;: Koat:. Mayainiri, New 10064 

and i’ttblis’ricd by the Controller oi I’lihlicaiions. Dclbi-i 100.^4 
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